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DETAILED ACTION 

This is in response to application filed on 06/03/02 in which claims 1-22 are presented for 
examination. 



1 Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant 
for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall 
have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 5, 8-11, 13, 16 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Smith et al. (U.S 6594673) (Smith). 

Regarding claim 1, Smith discloses: A method of cross-pollinating (cross-post) postings 
across more than one computerized bulletin board comprising the steps of: determining at least 
one topic of relevance of a post to a computerized bulletin board (col. 2, lines 11-17, Smith); 

determining one or more other computerized bulletin boards related to the at least one 
topic of relevance (coL 6, lines 20-59, Smith); and 

placing a copy of the post on each of the one or more other computerized bulletin 
boards related to the at least one topic of relevance (col. 6, lines 18-33, Smith). 

Regarding claim 5, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of 
claim 1. In addition, Smith discloses: wherein the computerized bulletin board is related to 
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general topics of relevance and the one or more other computerized bulletin boards are related to 
specific topics of relevance (col. 7, lines 57 to col. 8, lines 10, Smith). 

Regarding claim 8, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 1. In addition. Smith discloses: further comprising the step of 
determining if the post relates to a thread of previous posts on the computerized bulletin 
board and, if so, automatically placing the post in the thread (col. 5, lines 54-61, Smith). 

Regarding claim 9, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 8. In addition. Smith discloses: further comprising the step of 
automatically creating a new thread on the computerized bulletin board related to the at 
least one topic of relevance (col. 6, lines 1 8-32, Smith). 

Regarding claim 10, Smith discloses: A computer readable storage medium 
having a computer program for content tagging posts to computerized bulletin boards and 
representing a set of instructions that when executed by a computer causes the computer 
to: detect a user post to a general computerized bulletin board (col. 5, lines 62 to col. 6, 
lines 3, Smith); determine one or more specific topics of relevance of the user post (col. 
4, lines 32-46, Smith); determine one or more specific computerized bulletin boards 
dedicated to the one or more specific topics of relevance(col. 6, lines 48-59, Smith); and 
place a copy of the user post on each of the one or more specific computerized bulletin 
boards (col. 6, lines 18-33, Smith). 

Regarding claim 1 1, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 10. In addition, Smith discloses: wherein the set of instructions further 
causes the computer to search the user post for one or more keywords indicative of the 
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one or more specific topics of relevance to which the user post refers (coL 7, lines 57 to 
col. 8, lines 10, Smith). 

Regarding claim 13, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of 
claim 10. In addition. Smith discloses: wherein the set of instructions further causes the 
computer to determine an author of the post and based on the determined author place a copy of 
the post to one or more specific computerized bulletin boards dedicated to one or more fields of 
interest of the author (col. 7, lines 34-53, Smith). 

Regarding claim 16, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 10. In addition, Smith discloses: wherein the set of instructions fiirther 
causes the computer to automatically generate a new thread on a specific computerized 
bulletin board dedicated to a specific topic of relevance of the user post (col. 6, lines 18- 
32, Smith). 

Regarding claim 22, Smith/Jacoby discloses: A computerized system of 
networked bulletin boards to facilitate discussion of a number of topics of interest 
comprising: 

a set of content-specific bulletin boards wherein each content-specific bulletin 
board is dedicated to a specific topic of interest (col. 5, lines 54-61, Smith); 

a content-general bulletin board dedicated to a general topic interest related to the 
specific topics of interest (col. 6, lines 18-34, Smith); 

at least one GUI (180, fig. 10, Smith) having a hyperlink thereon corresponding to 
at least one of the content-specific bulletin boards and the content-general bulletin board 
(col. 9, lines 1-40, Smith); and 

a computer having: means to display the at least one GUI (1 80, fig. 10, Smith); 
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means to detect a user post associated with at least one topic of interest (col. 5, 
lines 62 to col. 6, lines 3, Smith); 

means to determine at least one of a specific topic of interest and a general topic 
of interest of the user post (coL 5, lines 43-53, Smith); and 

means to automatically place a copy of the user post on each content-specific 
bulletin board to which the post relates and on the content-general bulletin board (col. 6, 
lines 18-34, Smith). 

3. Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C, 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2, 3 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Smith et al. (U.S 6594673) (Smith) in view of Jacoby et al. (U.S 2001/0034639) (Jacoby). 

Regarding claim 2, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 1. However, Smith didn't discloses: fiirther comprising the step of 
searching the post for one or more keyboards indicative of the at least one topic of 
relevance. On the other hand, Jacoby' background discloses: further comprising the step 
of searching the post for one or more keyboards indicative of the at least one topic of 
relevance (page 1 , paragraph 0004, Jacoby). Thus, at the time invention was made, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to include the step of 
searching the post for one or more keyboards indicative of the at least one topic of 
relevance in the system of Smith as taught by Jacoby. The motivation being to enable the 
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user to search for posts directly related to specific topics (page 1 , paragraph 0004, 
Jacoby). 

Regarding claim 3, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 2. In addition, Smith/Jacoby discloses: further comprising the step of 
accessing a smart database and determining therefrom terms related to the one or more 
keywords (col 4, lines 32-46, Smith). 

Regarding claim 14, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 13. In addition, Smith/Jacoby discloses: wherein the set of instructions 
further causes the computer to determine the one or more fields of interest of the author 
from a look-up table containing data correlating author information with field-of-interest 
information (page 3, paragraph 0035, Jacoby). 

5. Claims 4, 6, 7, 12 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Smith et al. (U.S 6594673) (Smith) in view of Jacoby et al. (U.S 2001/0034639) (Jacoby) 
and further in view of Hoffer (U.S 5799151). 

Regarding claim 4, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 2. However, Smith/Jacoby didn't discloses: further comprising the step 
of matching the one or more keywords with one or more computerized bulletin board 
topic identifiers to determine an appropriate computerized bulletin board to place a copy 
of the post. On the other hand, Hoffer discloses: fiirther comprising the step of matching 
the one or more keywords with one or more computerized bulletin board topic identifiers 
to determine an appropriate computerized bulletin board to place a copy of the post (col. 
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11, lines 50 to col. 12, lines 37, Hoffer). Thus, at the time invention was made, it would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to include the step of matching 
the one or more keywords with one or more computerized bulletin board topic identifiers 
to determine an appropriate computerized bulletin board to place a copy of the post in the 
system combination of Smith/Jacoby as taught by Hoffer. The motivation being to 
enable the system guides the user toward the proper topic board ascribed with a number 
matching an index number (col. 1 1, lines 50 to col. 12, lines 37, Hoffer). 

Regarding claim 6, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of 
claim 5. In addition, Smith/Jacoby/Hoffer discloses: further comprising the step of scanning text 
of the post to the computerized bulletin board related to general topics of relevance for keywords 
referencing one or more specific topics of relevance and Automatically placing a copy of the 
post on each of the one or more other computerized bulletin boards related to the one or more 
specific topics of relevance (coL 12, lines 21-38, Hoffer). 

Regarding claim 7, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of 
claim 6. In addition, Smith/Jacoby/Hoffer discloses: further comprising the step of automatically 
placing a copy of a post to a computerized bulletin board related to a specific topic of relevance 
on the computerized bulletin board dedicated to general topics of relevance (col. 5, lines 54 to 
col. 6, lines 3, Smith). 

Regarding claim 12, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of 
claim 1 1 . In addition, Smith/Hoffer discloses: wherein the set of instructions further causes the 
computer to scan at least text in a subject identifier and text in a body of the user post to find the 
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one or more keywords indicative of the one or more specific topics of relevance (col. 12, lines 
21-38, Hoffer). 

Regarding claim 15, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 10. In addition, Smith/Hoffer discloses: wherein the set of instructions 
further causes the computer to automatically place the user post in a thread dedicated to a 
specific topic of relevance on the one or more specific computerized bulletin boards (col. 
13, lines 63 to col. 14, lines 7, Hoffer). 

6. Claims 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Smith et al. (U.S 6594673) (Smith) in view of Hoffer (U,S 5799151) and further in view of 
Leeds (U.S 2002/0138588). 

Regarding claim 17, Smith discloses: a computer data signal embodied in a carrier wave 
and representing a set of instructions which, when executed by at least one processor, causes the 
at least one processor to integrate a post with one or more computerized bulletin boards by: 

detecting a user selection of a button (col. 9, lines 1-23, Smith); 

determining another topic of interest to which the post is relevant (col. 4, lines 32-46, 
Smith); and 

automatically placing a copy of the post on another computerized bulletin board 

related to the another topic of interest (col. 6, lines 18-33, Smith). 

However, Smith didn't disclose: receiving a post relevant to a topic of interest associated 
with the button selected; placing the post on a computerized bulletin board dedicated to the topic 
of interest. On the other hand, Hoffer discloses: receiving a post relevant to a topic of interest 
associated with the button selected (col. 13, lines 62 to col. 14, lines 7, Hoffer); placing the post 
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on a computerized bulletin board dedicated to the topic of interest (col. 14, lines 8-45, Hoffer). 
Thus, at the time invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to include the step receiving a post relevant to a topic of interest associated with the 
button selected; placing the post on a computerized bulletin board dedicated to the topic of 
interest in the system of Smith as taught by Hoffer. The motivation being to enable the user post 
or broadcast his own messages or responses on the joined topic board that is on screen, the 
broadcasted message ma in tum spur numerous reply messages that are also posted on the same 
topic board nearly instantly after they are transmitted by responding users (col. 14, lines 8-45, 
Hoffer). 

However, Smith/Hoffer didn't disclose: displaying a GUI having thereon one or more 
buttons, wherein each button is associated with a topic of interest. On the other hand, Leeds 
discloses: displaying a GUI having thereon one or more buttons, wherein each button is 
associated with a topic of interest (page 5, paragraph 0042-0043, Leeds). Thus, at the time 
invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to include 
the step displaying a GUI having thereon one or more buttons, wherein each button is associated 
with a topic of interest in the system of Smith as taught by Hoffer. The motivation being to 
enable the system modifies the viewing environment, select other chat forums and control other 
functions (page 5, paragraph 0042-0043, Leeds). 

Regarding claim 18, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of 
claim 17. In addition, Smith/Hoffer/Leeds discloses: further causing the act of determining at 
least one subtopic of interest of the user post (col. 5, lines 43-61, Smith). 
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1. Claims 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Smith et al. (U.S 6594673) (Smith) in view of Hoffer (U.S 5799151) and further in view of 
Leeds (U.S 2002/0138588) and further in view of Durst Jr. et al. (U.S 20010032252) (Durst). 

Regarding claim 19, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of 
claim 18. However, Smith/Hoffer/Leeds didn't disclose: further causing the act of assigning the 
post to a thread of previous posts discussing a subtopic of interest. On the other hand, Durst 
discloses: causing the act of assigning the post to a thread of previous posts discussing a subtopic 
of interest (page 6, paragraph 0110-01 1 1, Durst). Thus, at the time invention was made, it would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to include the step causing the act of 
assigning the post to a thread of previous posts discussing a subtopic of interest in the 
combination system of Smith/Hoffer/Leeds as taught by Durst. The motivation being to enable 
the system allows the user to read the feedback provided by others, and to enter a response to a 
particular previous post in the feedback forum (page 6, paragraph 01 10-01 1 1, Durst). 

Regarding claim 20, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of 
claim 18. However, Smith/Hoffer/Leeds didn't disclose: further causing the act of generating a 
new thread of discussion related to a subtopic of interest if there is not an existing thread of 
discussion dedicated to the subtopic of interest (page 6, paragraph 0110-0111, Durst). 

8. Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 21 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 
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The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: The prior art of record and that encountered while searching for the claimed 
invention fails to anticipate and/or suggest: The computer data signal of claim 1 2 further 
causing the act of detecting a user post directly to a computerized bulletin board 
dedicated to a topic of interest and automatically placing a copy of the user post directly 
to another computerized bulletin board dedicated to another topic of interest to which the 
user post directly to the computerized bulletin board relates. 



Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cindy Nguyen whose telephone number is 703-305-4698. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 8:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on 703-308-1436. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9306 for regular 
communications and 703-872-9306 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 
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